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DearMr.nordan:
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fof Dan Seals for Congress and Harry Pascal, as Treasurer, this letter is submitted in
the cwnplaimmed by Daniel Bryant, dated August 13,2008. On April 24,2008,
Schnyer contributed $1,000 to Dan Seals for Congress from an account that she held

i her recently deceased husband, Mr Robert M Schnyer Hie contribution was
p reported as coming from Mr Schnyer The complaint alleges mat by accepting "a

i by a dead man,11 the committee knowingly accepted a contribution made in the name
These alkgations are unsupported and false. The Federal Election Commission

I no reason 10 believe that Dan Seals for Congress violated the Federal Election
i Act of 1971, as amended, or the Commission's regulations, and it should dismiss me

L Facto

Dan Seaft is a candidate for United Stales Congress in Illinois' Tenth Congressional District.
Dan Seaft for Congress is his authorized candidate committee.

On or abfcut April 24^ 2008, Barbara M. Schmyer instructed her bank to issue an online check for
SI,000 ti Dan Seals for Congress. (Attachments A, B). The check was drawn on an account
mat was field jointly by Mrs. Schnyer and her recently deeeased husband, Robert M. Schnyer,
who pasted away on February 21,2008. (Attachments B.C). Though the account was held
jointly b me coupk, only Kfr.Sohnyei'snanie appeared on the check. Further, because the
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check wak issued through an online banking service, Mrs Schrayer did not sign the check. Stt
gc/iera//mdvisory Op. 2007-17 (discussing online banking services).

Din SeaUfcr Congress repciting receiving Ihe check on May 7,2008 Because the check bore
Mr. SclvaWs name, the committee erroneously attributed the contribution to Mr. Schnyer
instead of Mrs. Schrayer in its July 2008 quarterly repoct The committee had Mr. Schrayer1*

i end employer information on file from previous contributions, so it did not send a
fbllow-urf letter about the contribution.

After Respondents learned about the instant complaint, they contacted Mrs Schrayer to
the source of the contribution. On September 2,2008. Mrs. Schrayer wrote a letter to
nee mat confirmed that the contribution was made from her and not from her deceased

husband. KAttachment B) The committee has since wpfndtd its ffligg to reflect the fact *h t̂ the
contributJDn was made by Mrs. Schrayer.

H. Legal Analysis

The Fedejjal Election Campaign Act and the Commission's regulations make it impermissible to
"make a aontnbution in the name of another person ..and no person shall knowingly accept a
contnbutfcn made by one person in the name of another person." 2 U S.C. § 441f, see 11 C.F.R.
§ 1 l0.4(U)(iv) The Complaint alleges mat, by "accept[ing] a contribution from a dead man,"
Dan SeaUfbr Congress violated these provisions. This allegation B entirely incorrect The
committel accepted a permissible contnbuoon and has taken all appropnate efforts to report the

roperly.

i Scab for Congress Did Not Accept a Contribution in the Name of Another

The Comblainant alleges that the committee violated the law by accepting a contribution from a
dead mug This allegation is entirely false The SI ,000 contribution received by the committee
on May "4 2008 was clearly made by Mrs. Schrayer. Mrs. Schrayer asked her bank to issue a
check to {ten Seals for Congress from an account over which ahe had jouit ownership. This
contribution is entirely permissible under FECA.

: Seals for Congress Ins Reported the Contribution Properly.

At all tinfea. Dan Seals for Congress took reasonable steps to property report Mn. Schrayert
contnbutjon. The check that the bank sent to the committee only bore the name of one of the
two jouqaccouni-holders, Mr. Schrayer. Accordingly, the committee erroneously - but

r-reported the contribution as one from Mr Schrayer After detennining that the
contribution was from Mrs Schrayer, Mid not from Mr. Scbjrayer.trtecorn^^
FECfiUrfeto reflect this fact.
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Theconupittee has met its otber filing obligations under the Coiniuftsion's regulations. The
require a committees treasurer to use his or her best efforts to obtain ill required
ab a contributor. 11 CFR.§ 104.7. Because Mr Schnyer had mad
to the committee in the past, the committee already had Mr Schrayer's employer

i&nn»tinn on file Thus, when it received a check mat only named Mr.
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Schrayer.ft was under no obligation to send a follow-up letter to him. 11 CJ.R § 104 7(b)(3)

, the committee met its obligations under 11 C.F.R. § 104.8(c). Section 104.8(c)
["any contribution made by check shall be reported as a contribution by me last

: the instnmiatt prior to deUvery to the candidate or conimittee11 In a recent

contnbv
written
Advisory |
mAttrmtm

jpinfan, the r«immfa«tn«i et«n«tel tha dmtea nf» emnmiMaa that HM '̂V^ «. .
Assigned by the bank instead of the contributor The Commission found that a

i "is not required to send a follow-up letter to each contributor who makes a
i in the form of a check issued by an online banking service in order to obtain a

i when all of the necessary contributor information is inrl'Hfil on the check "
, 2007-17. Bfcamt the check issued by the bank listed Mr. Schrayer's name and

I because the rftmimi*trt had Mr. Schrayer's other information on file, it was not

ehisum that

required tp send a follow-up letter to bun

m.
In sum, tifc Complaint does not allege any facts that, if true, would lead to the i
Dan SeaUjfor Congress knowingly accepted a contnbution made in the name of another. Tome
contraryTpe undisputed facts demonstrate that the committee acted reasonably, accepted a

contribution from Mrs. Schnyer, and took all necessary efforts to report the
properly Accordingly, for the reasons set forth above, Dan Seals for Congress

ists *bft the complaint •§•"*•* it be dismissed.

Very truly yours,

Brian O.Svobodt
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